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Prof. H. Enesco; Mr. B. Rennie; Prof. E. West; 
Call to order 


The meeting was called to order at 2:15 p.m. 


Approval of Minutes 

IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
ADAMS, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE OF THE MEETING OF 
FEBRUARY 25, 1977, BE APPROVED. 

- MOTION CARRIED - 


Chairman's Remarks 


Dr. O'Brien drew Senate's attention to document US-77-6-DIl, the 
University Budget for the current year. The document was being tabled for 
the information of Senate. 


He advised that the resolutions on the reorganization of Arts and Science 
which have been approved by Senate, were presented to the meeting of the 
Board of Governors yesterday. The Board has approved the changes in 
reorganization as proposed by Senate. He explained that this was an 
approval in principle because a more specific and official document to 
change a number of By-Laws will have to be prepared and submitted to the 
Board for approval. While this was a matter of various technicalities, we 
can say at this point that the reorganization has been approved and will come 
into effect for July 1, 1977. Dr. O'Brien noted that the one change which 
was made by the Board of Governors was with respect to the resolution 
which had to do with teaching by academic administrative officers. The 
word "required" was changed to "encouraged" in the resolution passed by 
the Board of Governors. 
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Question Period 


Responding to a question concerning procedures for amending the 
resolution. on the composition of the Interim Council which Senate has 
already passed, Dr. O'Brien advised that, assuming that it was not 
something to be done on the spot and that it was a matter of great urgency, it 
would require that a new item be inserted on the agenda to rescind the 
previous decision and to take an alternative position in its place. Dr. O'Brien 
also advised that the approval in principle of the resolutions on the 
reorganization of Arts and Science by the Board of Governors was such as 
to allow that the Advisory Committee be established. Reports from 
Councils, etc. 


Prof. Whitelaw reported on behalf of U.C.C.C. that the Committee was 
concerned that with the other preoccupations of Senate, its report on the 
Structures for Undergraduate Programmes which was tabled at the regular 
February Senate meeting may get lost in the works and U.C.C.C. hoped 
that the document would be carefully looked at by the Faculty Councils, 
particularly during the restructuring period. 


He advised also that the Report on Competence in Written Expression in 
English would be tabled at the next Senate meeting. 


Dean Callaghan reported that the research grants for the Faculty of 
Engineering from N.R.C. have been substantially increased over last year. 
Prof. Bordan advised that the overall increase in individual grants, exclusive 
of the negotiated development grant, was approximately twenty-five 
percent. He would not be at all surprised, given the cut back in research 
funding generally, if this turned out to be the highest increase in Canada. 


Appointments 


Dr. O'Brien explained that the nominations from the Steering Committee 
(DOC-US-77-6-D8) were for faculty appointments by Senate to the 
Advisory Committee for the positions arising out of the Arts and Science 
reorganization. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. XISTRIS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT PROF. B. ENGLISH, FACULTY OF COMMERCE 
AND ADMINISTRATION, AND PROF. J. LINDSAY, FACULTY OF 
ENGINEERING, BE APPOINTED TO THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
(DOCUS-77-6-D8). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Resolution on Academic Achievement Regulations 


Concerning the resolution from the Loyola Arts and Science Faculty 
Council on the Academic Achievement Regulations (DOC-US-77-2-D7), 
Prof. McEvenue explained that when Senate approved the Academic 
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Achievement Regulations it was agreed that the category "Cum Laude" be 
dropped. He pointed out however, that there are a number of students who 
have spent three years on the Loyola campus under the full expectation that 
that notation would be on their degrees. Given that this will be the last 
graduation from the Loyola Arts and Science Faculty, it seemed 
inappropriate to cancel a notation on the degree which would have no affect 
on students graduating from any of the other Faculties. 


Prof. Bordan pointed out that the Academic Achievement Regulations were 
contained in document US-76-7-D17 along with the notation that "for 
Spring and Fall Convocations 1977 the separate Loyola and Sir George 
Williams campus regulations will remain in effect with the exclusion of the 
Loyola "Cum Laude" distinction." He reminded Senate that the issue had 
initially been raised by Dean Berczi who was concerned that within the 
Faculty of Commerce and Administration there would be two sets of 
graduates with very different designations at the end of what has now 
become the same degree. Dr. O'Brien explained that the wording of the 
resolution (DOC-US-77-2-D7) affects only the Loyola Faculty of Arts and 
Science and that if approved literally, the decision taken with respect to the 
Faculty of Commerce and Administration would remain unchanged. 


It was also explained that the intent of the resolution was to exempt the 
Spring 1977 Convocation only and that the Fall 1977 Convocation would 
be on the new "distinction" system. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT THE NEW ACHIEVEMENT REGULATIONS FOR 
THE UNIVERSITY DO NOT BECOME EFFECTIVE FOR THE LOYOLA 
FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE UNTIL SUMMER 1977 
(DOC-US-77-2-D7),. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Graduate Curriculum 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CALLAGHAN, THAT THE PROPOSAL FOR A NEW PROGRAMME 
LEADING TO THE DEGREE OF Ph.D. - COMPUTER SCIENCE 
(DOC-US-77-6-D2) BE APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE 
COMITE CONJOINT DES PROGRAMMES. 


Dean French explained the background of the proposal. Dean Callaghan 
advised that this programme ought to be viewed in the context that the 
undergraduate programme has been built to a steady state level with respect 
to enrolment. He pointed out also that the 


Master's programme which began two years ago has a considerable 
enrolment and is showing good growth at the present time. These are both 
substantial programmes which will be supporting the Ph.D. in Computer 
Science. 
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It was felt that the office space requirement for the four Ph.D.s to be 
admitted in 1978 should be included under section 9.4 of document 
US-77-6-D2. 


It was pointed out that there were a number of competent numerical analysts 
in the Mathematics department who might fit very well into the new 
programme vis-a-vis the numerical analysis courses and it was hoped that 
the Mathematics department would be consulted when the Computer 
Science department will be looking for competent professors in this area. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Report from the Senate Library Committee 


Dr. Filion explained the background of the existing Library Loans Policy. 


Prof. Drysdale, Chairman of the Senate Library Committee, presented and 
explained the Report from the Committee on the Library Loans Policy 
(DOC-US-77-6-D3). He advised that the Report consisted of three parts, 
the first part being a one page summary of the overall experience with the 
Loans Policy up to this point; the second was a memorandum outlining 
suggested amendments to the Policy; and the third part consisted of the 
Loans Policy as it would read if the proposed amendments were adopted. 
With respect to the two day withdrawal policy of periodicals for faculty, 
senior administrative and professional staff, and librarians, it was strongly 
argued that given the fact that we cannot afford two sets of periodicals, 
these should not be removed from the Library. The need is for on the spot 
accessibility and the policy should be changed to "may be used in the 
Library only." Conversely, it was argued that the policy as stated was too 
restrictive and on many occasions, material is required for an extended 
period of time. Nonetheless, it was felt that one could support a 
non-withdrawal policy provided that the Library was prepared to make 
photocopies free of charge to users who need the articles for their research. 
It was also argued that the policy for doctoral students should be the same 
as that for faculty members. 


It was explained that indications are that the faculty was divided on the 
question of a more restrictive policy versus a more expansionary Policy for 
circulating periodicals. Also, that the proposed policy represented a 
compromise between the initial policy of allowing periodicals to circulate for 
three days, as opposed to now allowing circulation at all. It was also 
explained that the policy was based on the assumption that it should serve 
the people according to their research needs and for the reason faculty 
members have certain privileges which are not extended to students. 


Dr. O'Brien explained that what was before Senate was a recommendation 
from the Library Committee to approve the changes to the Library Loans 
Policy as indicated on page 3 of document US-77-6-D3. 
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IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. ORNSTEIN, SECONDED BY MR. 
JOHNSON, THAT THE CHANGES TO THE LIBRARY LOANS 
POLICY (PAGE 3, DOC-US-77-6-D3), BE APPROVED. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. COHEN, SECONDED BY 
PROF. XISTRIS, THAT UNDER SECTIONS 2.2 AND 2.3 
CONCERNING BOUND PERIODICALS AND MICROFORMS, THE 
TWO DAYS ALLOWANCE FOR FACULTY, SENIOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE AND PROFESSIONAL STAFF, AND 
LIBRARIANS, BE CHANGED TO READ "MAY BE USED IN THE 
LIBRARY ONLY". 


It was argued that the present available space would not be able to 
accommodate the additional people who will using materials in the Libraries 
if the amendment is passed and it will simply be taking seats away from the 
current users. 


It was also argued that in some cases the research material cannot be 
photocopied because the plates are either too large or the books would be 
ruined if they have to be opened in such a fashion to be photocopied. 
Furthermore, it is impossible to get near a photocopying machine at certain 
times of the day and also the extended use for photocopying certain 
periodicals would take hours, which is extremely wasteful. 


It was suggested that if the policy to allow certain users to take periodicals 
out of the Library- for two days was approved, Senate should consider 
some kind of an amendment which would allow the name of an overdue 
user to be released. 


Dr. O'Brien felt that the suggestion was one that the Library Committee 
could ponder because he suspected that its implications are a little :too broad 
to be adopted without that kind 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - (15 in 
favor; 13 against) 


- THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


Resolution concerning Certificate Programmes 


It was agreed that agenda item VIII, c), the resolution from the S.G.W. 
Science Faculty Council concerning Certificate Programmes be moved up to 
"Priority Business" and considered at this point by Senate. Dr. O'Brien 
explained that document US-77-6-D4 contained the resolution from the 
S.G.W. Science Faculty Council concerning Certificate Programmes and 
document US-77-6-D7 was a memorandum from Prof. Whitelaw outlining 
the history of this issue and the position of the University Curriculum 
Coordinating Committee on certificates. 


Dean Verschingel explained that the intent of the resolution was to have the 
Certificate recognized as a regular programme of specialization that a student 
may register in at the same time he is in the B.Sc. Programme itself. This 
would eliminate the present situation where a student must withdraw from 
the B.Sc. Programme to register in the Certificate Programme, and once the 
Certificate is granted the student may re-register in the B.Sc. Programme. 


This is especially critical for-teachers and other students registered in 
programmes in instrumentation. The S.G.W. Science Faculty Council 
wished to have these programmes, which consist of less than 36 credits, 
recognized as a type of Minor. 


Dean Verschingel explained that if the resolution was approved it would 
permit a student to receive both a Certificate and a B.Sc. degree, but not at 
the same time. The typical situation would be that a student receives a 
Certificate and later on is granted a degree, towards which the certificate 
courses are counted. Also, the resolution encompasses only the S.G.W. 
Bachelor of Science programme and Certificates in that programme. 


Mr. K. Adam advised that part of the problem was caused by the way that 
students are now registered. There were two areas that students must 
indicate on their registration forms. The first area concerned programmes, 
that is, B.A., B.Sc., M.E.P., or Certificate etc. The other area indicated 
whether the student was following an honours, major, minor, etc. At 
present the Certificate is only listed in the first area and this is the reason that 
students must withdraw, because they cannot be registered in both a 
certificate programme and a degree programme at the same time. 


Prof. L. Adler explained that Certificate programmes were designed to give 
a certain expertise or post C.E.G.E.P. education to whose-students who 
wished it and who, at that point, did not wish to enter a B.Sc. programme. 
The programme has a certain integrity and also offers a logical stopping 
point in the progress to a B.Sc. It was not meant to block a student's 
progress to the B.Sc. and in fact, it was hoped that it would encourage 
students to continue on for a B.Sc. degree. If a student chose to enter the 
Certificate programme, all of the courses taken towards the Certificate are 
creditable towards a B.Sc. However, if a student registers in a B.Sc. 
programme, he may not receive recognition for completion of the courses 
which go together to make up an integral Certificate programme even 
though he has completed them all. There exists some twenty students in 
various B.Sc. programmes who are completing or have completed all of the 
requirements for a Certificate and have requested the Certificate which their 
colleagues are getting. To remedy the fact that they may not now receive 
their due recognition the $.G.W. Science Faculty Council was asking 
Senate to consider Certificates as a level of undergraduate study in addition 
to being one of the formal classifications of students at Concordia. 


Prof. Bordan stated that to him a Certificate meant a piece of paper which 
says a programme has been completed. The Certificate is nothing but the 
parchment. On the other hand, a Minor is not a piece of paper but rather 
represents the content of a programme. If one started out by saying that any 
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course which is taken in a particular Certificate programme is creditable 
towards a B.Sc., we will have gone 90% of the way towards solving the 
problem. If we then said that those students who have completed the whole 
package but in the context of a B.Sc. will be considered to have a Minor in 
whatever the designation is, we will then have it both ways without granting 
either one piece of paper and implying that it is two, or two pieces of paper 
for the same work. 


Dean Verschingel emphasized that if a student gets a B.Sc. degree first, he 
will not get a second piece of paper, but rather he will get a notation on the 
transcript indicating that the equivalent of a Certificate has been completed. 


Dr. O'Brien felt that basically the issue gives rise to problems of semantics, 
procedures and categorizing which are not to be lightly set aside. He 
suggested that if there is an assumption that Senate would be favorably 
inclined towards what the S.G.W. Science Faculty is trying to do, this 
question should be referred to a small group consisting of Prof. Adler, the 
Registrar and the Vice-Rector Academic, to work out a proposal which will 
face the technical questions and present it to Senate. 


Dean French stated that he was certain that the legislation covering what the 
S.G.W. Science Faculty wished to do has already been approved by Senate 
within the context of our implementing a document called Les Diplomes 
Universitaires. This was simply an administrative and semantic type 
problem which properly should not be before Senate today. He felt that it 
was not necessary to establish a committee to solve the problem, but rather 
what was needed was consultation between the Registrar and the S.G.W. 
Faculty of Science in order to straighten out the definitions in terms of 
already existing legislation. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CALLAGHAN, THAT THIS ITEM (DOC-US-77-6-D4) BE TABLED 
AND REFERRED TO THE REGISTRAR FOR STUDY AND REPORT 
IN TERMS OF EXISTING LEGISLATION AT THE NEXT REGULAR 
SENATE MEETING. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 

Prof. Adler asked that this item be placed under "Priority Business" for the 
agenda of the next regular Senate meeting because there are students about 
to graduate this year who have requested this and have been requesting it for 
the past eighteen months. 


The Organization of Arts and Science 


Prof. McEvenue pointed out that this item has been debated for five 
consecutive weeks, that the composition of Senate at the moment does not 
include a large number of major participants to the debate on this particular 
proposal, and that a full day meeting has been scheduled for April 15, 1977, 
on this topic. He suggested that this item should be tabled. 
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It was wondered whether it would be possible to deal with the remaining 
items on the agenda today so that we would not have a piling up of 
conventional business along with the whole day session on the 
reorganization of Arts and Science. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that agenda items VIII, a) and b) were major items 
of discussion and he doubted that beginning these at this time in the 
afternoon would be a very wise idea. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CAMPBELL, THAT THE ITEM ON THE ORGANIZATION OF ARTS 
AND SCIENCE BE TABLED UNTIL APRIL 15, 1977. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Adjournment 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. COHEN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


